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1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 26 May 2009 . 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1, 3, 5-6, 10, 14-16, 19-20, 24-26, 29, 31, and 33-41 are pending. 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14 was filed in this 
application after a decision by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences, but 
before the filing of a Notice of Appeal to the Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit or 
the commencement of a civil action. Since this application is eligible for continued 
examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14 and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been 
timely paid, the appeal has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114 and prosecution 
in this application has been reopened pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's 
submission filed on 05/26/2009 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

3. Claims 1 , 3, 5-6, 1 0, 1 5-1 6, 1 9-20, 25-26, 34-39 and 41 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Doub (US 6594762), in view of Lunsford et al. 
(US 6614350) in view of Logan (US 6631271) and further in view of Smith (US 



6449726). 
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As per claims 1, 10, 16, 20, and 26, Doub discloses a control unit having a range 
of communications (see column 3 line 19 through column 4 line 63); a device, wherein 
the device is registered with the control unit such that the device cooperates with the 
control unit using communications to determine when the device is within range of 
communications of the control unit, wherein when it is determined that the device is 
within the range of communications of the control unit, the device is functional, and 
when it is determined that the device is not within the range of communications of the 
control unit, the device is at least partially non-functional (see column 3 line 19 through 
column 4 line 63); wherein the device is configured to periodically send an identifying 
signal to the control unit and the control unit is configured to send a return signal to the 
device when the identifying signal is received by the control unit (see column 3 line 19 
through column 4 line 63); wherein when the device is at least partially non-functional in 
a situation where it is determined that the device is not within the range of 
communications of the control unit, the device is configured to continue periodically 
sending the identifying signal to the control unit (see column 3 line 19 through column 4 
line 63); 

Doub fails to explicitly disclose the device and unit communicate via Bluetooth 
and wherein the control unit is configured to produce an alert when it is determined that 
the device is not within the range of communications of the control unit; wherein the 
control unit includes a control unit display, the control unit display being configured to 
display information associated with the device when it is determined that the device is 
not within the range of communications of the control unit; wherein the device includes a 
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device display, tlie device display being configured to display information associated 
with the control unit when it is determined that the device is not within the range of 
communications of the control unit; wherein the device is configured to periodically send 
the identifying signal utilizing a period of time which is configured based on movements 
of an owner. 

However, Lunsford et al. teaches the device and unit communicate via Bluetooth 
(see column 7 lines 18-33) and wherein the control unit is configured to produce an alert 
when it is determined that the device is not within the range of communications of the 
control unit (see column 7 lines 9-15); wherein the control unit includes a control unit 
display, the control unit display being configured to display information associated with 
the device when it is determined that the device is not within the range of 
communications of the control unit; wherein the device includes a device display, the 
device display being configured to display information associated with the control unit 
when it is determined that the device is not within the range of communications of the 
control unit (see column 8 lines 38-49 and column 7 lines 9-15). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to include the Bluetooth alerting of Lunsford et al. in the system of Doub. 

Motivation to do so would have been to deter the theft and prevent inadvertent 
abandonment of various portable devices (see Lunsford et al. column 2 lines 37-47). 

The modified Doub and Lunsford et al. system fails to teach the device is 
configured to periodically send the identifying signal utilizing a period of time, which is 
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configured, based on movennents of an owner and tliat tlie identifying signal includes 
information pertaining to a battery status of the device. 

However, Logan teaches such a configuration (see column 6 lines 41-53 and 
column 2 lines 30-63) and Smith teaches sending the battery status of a remote device 
to a host (see column 1 line 50 through column 2 line 16). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to include the configured rules of Logan and the battery status of Smith 
with the modified system of Doub and Lansford et al. 

Motivation to do so would have been to make sure a user doesn't forget an item 
(see Logan column 6 lines 41-53) and to display to a user when the battery is low (see 
Smith column 6 line 54 through column 7 line 1 1 ). 

As per claims 3, 5-6, 15, 19, and 38, the modified Doub, Lansford et al., Logan 
and Smith system discloses the device includes a lockout interface, wherein when the 
device does not receive the return signal in response to the identifying signal, the device 
is not within the range of communications of the control unit and the lockout interface 
locks out the device and causes the device to be at least partially non-functional (see 
Doub column 3 line 19 through column 4 line 63 and Lansford et al. column 8 lines 38- 
49). 

As per claim 25, the modified Doub, Lansford et al., Logan and Smith system 
discloses wherein the Bluetooth-enabled mechanism is a Bluetooth-enabled radio (see 
Lansford et al. column 7 lines 18-33). 
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As per claims 34-37, tlie modified Doub, Lansford et al., Logan and Smitli system 
discloses displaying information on the device when it is at least partially non-functional 
(see Lansford et al. column 8 lines 38-49); and using different time periods for sending 
the signal (see Lansford et al. column 6 lines 41-55 and Logan column 6 lines 41-53 
and column 2 lines 30-63). 

As per claim 39, the modified Doub, Lansford et al., Logan and Smith system 
discloses the control unit is a wrist-worn device (see Logan column 7 lines 7-20). 

As per claim 41 , the modified Doub, Lansford et al., Logan and Smith system 
discloses the control unit is configured to attempt to initiate handshakes with multiple 
missing devices (see Doub column 4 lines 47-55; Logan column 6 lines 54-67). 

4. Claims 14 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the modified Doub, Lansford et al., Logan and Smith system in further view of 
Parker (US 20020078393). 

As per claims 14 and 24, the modified Doub, Lansford et al., Logan and Smith 
system fails to disclose displaying information on the first Bluetooth-enabled device 
display of the first Bluetooth-enabled device which indicates that the first Bluetooth- 
enabled device is locked out 

However, Parker teaches such displaying (see paragraph [0007]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was filed to combine the ideas of Parker with those of the modified Doub, 
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Lansford et al., Logan and Smith system because displaying a locl< out message on a 
device screen provides a means to inform tlie user tliat tlie device is locl<ed out. 

5. Claims 29, 31 , and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over the modified Doub, Lansford et al., Logan and Smith system in view 
of Lenz (US 20010053947). 

As per claims 29, 31 , and 33, Applicant presents substantially the same 
limitations as that of claim 1 with the exception that WiFi communication is employed 
instead of Bluetooth. Examiner submits the same grounds of rejection as those outlined 
in the rejection of claim 1 (see above). Further, Lenz teaches use of WiFi 
Communication as a known and suitable form of communication. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was filed to combine 
the ideas of Lenz with those of the modified Doub, Lansford et al., and Logan system 
and use WiFi communication because WiFi provides a suitable and efficient means of 
wireless communication. 

6. Claim 40 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over the 
modified Doub, Lansford et al., Logan and Smith system as applied to claim 1 above, 
and further in view of Henrie (US 6804699). 

As per claim 40, the modified Doub, Lansford et al., Logan and Smith system 
discloses in response to the alert, an outside system is contacted (see Lunsford et al. 
column 7 lines 9-15), but fails to disclose the communication is to add the device to a 
list of lost or stolen devices. 
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However, Henrie teaches contacting a server to add a device to tlie lost/stolen 
list (see column 10 lines 45-62). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to add a disconnected device of the modified Doub, Lansford et al., Logan 
and Smith system to a list of lost or stolen devices. 

Motivation to do so would have been to allow a user to indicate that the device is 
no longer lost or stolen (see Henrie column 10 lines 53-62). 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 3, 5-6, 1 0, 1 4-1 6, 1 9-20, 24-26, 
29, 31 , and 33-41 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Wood, Rine, Alperovich, Murray, Struble and Elledge teach 
methods of protecting devices from being stolen. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MICHAEL PYZOCHA whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3875. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 7:00am - 
4:30pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Emmanuel Moise can be reached on (571) 272-3865. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Michael Pyzocha/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2437 



